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common revenue was in the proportion of one-twelfth.
Whether Mr. Childers' conclusion that Ireland was
overtaxed by something like two and a half millions
a year were adopted; or whether that conclusion
should be modified, in accordance with the opinion
of Sir David Barbour and Sir Thomas Sutherland,
by the consideration that Ireland's contribution to the
common expenditure, on a comparison of the balances
available for common purposes such as the Navy, the
Army, and the National Debt (after the exclusively
local expenditure of Ireland and Great Britain respec-
tively had been defrayed), appeared to be something
like a million short of what would be required of her
on the basis of her taxable capacity; and whether
this consideration did not dispose of the Irish griev-
ance ; were questions which were debated and decided
with far too exclusive reference to the political and
national prejudices of the disputants.1 But the
economic significance of the researches of the Royal
Commission lay in the attention they focussed on
the question of the incidence of indirect taxation on
the poorer classes of a community. There was
assuredly nothing novel in the doctrine that a system
which raised a large proportion of taxation by duties
on articles of general consumption was likely to bear
more hardly on the poor than on the rich, for the
latter cannot, after a certain point, increase their
use of such articles in proportion to their means.
The poor necessarily consume more dutiable articles
in proportion to their income than richer taxpayers.

1 See an article in the Edinburgh Review for January, 1907, con-
taining what is perhaps the ablest and most judicious summary
of the various arguments of these reports.